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the Sovereign. A treaty prima facie operates from the date when it
enters into force and this date, in the absence of contrary provision,
is the date when the formalities of ratification have been completed.
In the case of inter-governmental agreements, as distinct from treaties
made between heads of States, ratification is not in practice required.
Such agreements operate from the completion of exchange of deposit
of signed copies. It should be noted that ratification is the act of the
Crown, not of Parliament.1

Declarations by the Executive relating to Foreign Affairs*
There are certain matters, chiefly relating to foreign affairs, where
the declaration of the Government is treated as a conclusive state-
ment binding up^n the courts. Such declarations may be described
asjicts of State. They relate to matters which it falls to the Crown
to determine:
(a)  Recognition   of  States   or   Governments:   Aksionairenoye
Obschestvo, A. M. Luther v. /. Sagor & Co., Ltd., [1921] 3 K.B. 532.
(b)  Status of foreign States or Governments: The Dora, [1919]
P. 105; Duff Development Co. v. Government of Kelantan, [1924]
A.C.797;K. &L. 104.
(c)  The question whether a person is entitled to diplomatic status:
Engelke v. Musmam, [1928] A.C. 433.
(d)  The existence of a state of war: Janson v. Driefontein Con-
solidated Mines, [1902] A.C. 484; The King v.   Bottrill, ex parte
Kuechenmeister, [1947] K.B. 41.
(e)  The extent of British territory: The Fagernes, [1927] P. 311
The question of the recognition or status of a foreign State is one Recognition.
for public international law, but the fact of recognition may have an
important bearing on the result of litigation in English courts.2 Once
the court has decided that the law of a foreign State is to be applied
in accordance with the English rules of private international law,
recognition of that State determines what foreign law (the current
law of the State so recognised) is to be applied.
In Duff Development Co, v. Government of Kelantan (ante), the
House of Lords reaffirmed that it had
for some time been the practice of the courts to take judicial notice
of the sovereignty of a State and for that purpose (in any case of un-
certainty) to seek information from a Secretary of State; and when
such information is so obtained, the court does not permit it to be
questioned by the parties.
1 McNair, op. cit., Part I., Chaps. VII and XIII.
* Oppenheim, International Law, op. cit., vol. I. pp. 124-52 for the subject of
Recognition of States as International Persons.